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DETAILED ACTION 
Speci fi ca ti on 

1. The abstract of the disclosure is objected to because 
"provuder" should be --provider-- in line 6. Correction is 
required. See MPEP § 608.01(b). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

2. The following is a quotation of the second paragraph 
of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly 
pointing out and distinctly claiming the subject matter which the applicant 
regards as his invention. 

Claims 1-20 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second 
paragraph, as being indefinite for failing to particularly point 
out and distinctly claim the subject matter which applicant 
regards as the invention. 

Claims 1-20 are indefinite because the use of the words 
"initiating" and "initiate" render the scope of the claims 
unclear. For example, in claim 1, the role of the service 
provider is indefinite. 

Claim 3 and 12 recite the limitation " (iv) directing 
another type crediting". The meaning of this limitation is 
unclear and indefinite. 
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Claim 4 and 13 recite " (i) directing one of the ACH and the 
other type crediting...") , the meaning of "the other type 
crediting" is indefinite. 

Note that in light of the above 35 U.S.C. 112 rejection, 
for examination purposes, the Examiner is interpreting 
"initiating" as processing. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which 
forms the basis for all obviousness rejections set forth in this 
Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically 
disclosed or described as set forth in section 102 of this title, if the 
differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior 
art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at 
the time the invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the 
art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be 
negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

3. Claims 1, 2, 6, 7, 8, 10, 11, 14, 16 are rejected 

under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Dent (US 

Patent No. 6,839,687) in view of Marlin (Marlin, Steven. 

"Microsoft, First Data Alliance Seen to Boost Bill-Pay; Banks' 

Role Still Unclear"; Bank Systems & Technology; Sep 1997; 34, 9; 

pg. 8.) 

Re claim 1,6,7,10,16: Dent disclose a method, system and 
integrated billing and payment network comprising: 



Application/Control Number: 10/608,413 Page 4 

Art Unit: 3692 

transmitting, from the service provider to a payor via the 
communications network, bill information representing a first 
bill of a first payee, but not a second bill of a second 
payee, for the payor; 

receiving, at the service provider via the communications 
network, a first payment instruction to pay the first bill based 
on the transmitted bill information; 

initiating, at the service provider, payment of the first 
bill to the first payee based on the received first payment 
instruction; 
-see cols. 3-6 

Dent do not specifically disclose receiving, at the service 
provider via the communications network, a second 
payment instruction to pay the second bill; initiating, at the 
service provider, payment of the second bill to the second payee 
based upon the second payment instruction. Marlin however, 
teaches ("Today, you can got to the CheckFree Web site... to not 
only pay your presented bill but also your pay-any bills."). It 
would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art 
to include in the consumer-based bill management and payment 
system of Dent the ability to provide a service provider with a 
second payment instruction to pay any bill as taught by Marlin 
since the claimed invention is merely a combination of old 
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elements, and in the combination each element merely would have 
performed the same function as it did separately, and one of 
ordinary skill in the art would have recognized that the results 
of the combination were predictable. 

Re claim 2,11: Dent disclose a method and system including 
a cashflow analyzer that assesses how paying the bills will 
impact the consumer's cashflow, -see cols. 6-10, in particular 
col. 10 lines 9-19. The cashflow analyzer determines if 
alternative financing is needed to cover the negative balances 
in the consumer's accounts and suggests financing options to the 
consumer such as charging a certain bill amount to a credit 
card. It is obvious that the cashflow analyzer is perceiving a 
risk associated with non-payment of a bill by determining a 
potential default or missed payment and presenting alternative 
financing to the consumer. 

Re claim 8,14: Dent disclose a method and system wherein 
the transmitted bill information further represents a third bill 
of a third payee for the payor, and the received first payment 
instruction is to pay the first and third bills based on 
transmitted bill information based on the received first payment 
instruction . -see col. 2 lines 56-60. 
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4. Claims 3-5, 12, 13, 17, 18, 19 are rejected under 35 
U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Dent in view of Marlin 
in further view of Shipley (Shipley, Chris. "I Threw Away My 
Checkbook." (CheckFree's Electronic Bill-paying Service); PC- 
Computing, v3, nil, pll2(7); Nov, 1990. 

Re claims 3, 12, 17: Dent disclose a method and system 
wherein the debit type selected from a group including ACH 
debiting of a deposit account associated with the payor ("unlike 
existing direct debit arrangements, the consumer is in direct 
control of the amount to be paid and the payment date as well as 
which account they wish to use to pay the bill..." ) -see col. 3 
lines 59-62; if the selected debit type is the ACH debiting, the 
payment is initiated by (i) directing ACH crediting of a deposit 
account associated with the one payee with funds from the 
deposit account associated with the payor. -see col. 2 lines 56- 
60. 

Although Dent discloses the cashflow analyzer determining a 
negative balance in a consumer's account due to payment of a 
bill, and the cashflow analyzer suggesting to the consumer 
alternative financing options, and the consumer being able to 
choose which account to use to pay bills, Dent do not 
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specifically disclose choosing to pay a bill using a negotiable 
instrument. It is obvious that if Dent provides the consumer 
with the ability to choose which account to debit in order to 
pay a bill, a check drawn on a consumer's checking account would 
be an option. Furthermore, it is notoriously old and well known 
in the art of bill paying that a paper check is used to make 
payments as evidenced by Shipley p. 5 para. 7-6. 

It would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in 
the art to include in the consumer-based bill management and 
payment system of Dent the ability to choose paying a biller via 
a check as taught by Shipley since the claimed invention is 
merely a combination of old elements, and in the combination 
each element merely would have performed the same function as it 
did separately, and one of ordinary skill in the art would have 
recognized that the results of the combination were predictable. 

Re claim 4,13,18: Dent disclose a method, system and 
integrated billing and payment network wherein: 

the selected debit type is the ACH debiting in col. 3 
lines 59-62. Dent do not specifically disclose the payment is 
initiated by (ii) preparation of the negotiable instrument, 
payable to the one payee, drawn on the deposit account 
associated with the service provider, and by directing an ACH 
crediting of the deposit account associated with the service 
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provider of the ACH debited funds from the deposit account 
associated with the payor. Shipley however, teaches ("CheckFree 
writes a check on its own bank account, sends it to the vendor 
and charges your bank account electronically three days 
later.") -see p. 5 para. 10. It would have been obvious to one 
having ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was 
made to modify Dent and Marlin to specifically include that the 
service provider issue a check to a vendor from its own bank 
account and credit the service providers account with funds 
debited from the account of the payor as taught by Shipley in 
order to make payments to non-electronic vendors. 

Re claim 5: Dent disclose wherein the other type of 
crediting of the deposit account associated with the one payee 
is RPS crediting . -see col. 10 lines 9-19. 

Claim 19 has similar limitations found in claims 4 and 5 in 
combination and is therefore rejecting using the same art and 
rationale . 

5. Claims 9,15,20 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as 
being unpatentable over Dent in view of Marlin in further view 
of Lewis (Lewis, Peter H. "Personal Computers; Managing Your 
Money". New York Times, Late Edition- Final ED. col. 5. p. 8. 
August 29, 1989) . 
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Re claim 9, 15, 20: Dent discloses the claimed method, 
system, and integrated billing and payment network supra. Dent 
and Marlin do not specifically disclose receiving at the service 
provider a third payment instruction of the payor, not 
associated with a bill, to pay a third payee and initiating 
payment. Lewis however, teaches ("You say you want to use 
Checkfree to pay American Express, but also to issue an 
allowance check to Junior? Again, no problem. If funds cannot 
be transferred point to point electronically, Checkfree will use 
its high-speed laser printer to produce and mail a check to 
anyone you designate, anywhere, on any date your specif y. ") -see 
p. 2 para. 6. It would have been obvious to one having ordinary 
skill in the art at the time the invention was made to modify 
Dent and Marlin to specifically include a third payment 
instruction of a payor not associated with a bill to pay a third 
payee as taught by Lewis in order to pay anyone using an 
electronic payment method. 

Conclusion 

6. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is 
considered pertinent to applicant's disclosure. 

U.S. Patent No. 8,978,780 (Watson) -cited for its reference 
to determining a payment risk factor and debiting alternate 
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payment sources if the initial consumer account does not have 
sufficient funds to cover the amount of the bill. -see Fig. 4C. 
2(652 & 655) and related text; cols. 5-6; 12-14; col. 16 lines 
18-29; col. 17 line 53 to col. 20.. 

U.S. PG. Pub. 2007/0136169 (Dilip et al.) -cited for its 
reference to automatically analysis of debt and asset accounts 
and the system advising moving funds. 

Tangwall, Doug. "The On-line Billing & Payment Race." 
Credit Union Executive Journal; Nov/Dec 1999, 39, p. 6. -cited 
for its reference to electronic bill payment including bill 
presentment allowing billers to send electronic invoices to 
customers directly or through a third party. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier 
communications from the examiner should be directed to Elda 
Milef whose telephone number is (571)272-8124. The examiner can 
normally be reached on Monday -Thursday 8:30 am to 4:30pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are 
unsuccessful, the examiner's supervisor, Kambiz Abdi can be 
reached on (571)272-6702. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 
571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be 
obtained from the Patent Application Information Retrieval 

(PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status 
information for unpublished applications is available through 
Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR system, 
see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on 
access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free) . If you would 
like assistance from a USPTO Customer Service Representative or 
access to the automated information system, call 800-786-9199 

(IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 



/Kambiz Abdi/ Elda Milef 

Supervisory Patent Examiner, Art Unit Examiner 
3692 Art Unit 3692 



